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DRY OF THE FELON’S SOM. 

Powards the end of the last century, a youn 
‘arrived at Marseilles on commercial af- 
Mm; he took up his abode at an inn, where 
adbeen about three weeks, when he re- 
@da letter wne evening, which obliged him 
fll immediately upon one of the principal 
Shants of the town. The merchant was 
iad, his wife saying that he was, probably 
atre, George (so our hero called him- 
t thither toseek him. He entered 
tyand looked around in vain for the per- 
Wanted ; but as it was early, he thougit 
‘merchant might still come, and he 

to wait for him. 

in afew minutes George heard the words, 
ia him out! turn him out.” uttered with 
t vehemenice ; and looking round to see 
fam they were addressin:, he perceived they 
8 intended for a youth of sickly appearance 
mild countenance, who sat near him. 
is this 7” cried George, turning to 
who set. next to him; “what has 
done to be treated. in. such a man- 


sees 


oy 


ry ey . 
q .y 


i to whom he spoke was a mani a- 


Do you know him?” said he coldly. 
i No—I never saw him before.” 
Weil, toon, take a friend's advice, and 
dle with the matter. The boy’s nae 





is Tinville ; he ia the 
ster, Fouquet Tinville. ’ 

At these words George recoiled with hor 
ror in his countenance. 

“My good sir,” said his neighbour, “I see 
that you agree with me, that there are names 
which always made honest people tremble.” 

George heaved a deep sigh. 

‘And yet.” said he, after a moment’s pause 
if the. boy himself has done nothing bad, I 
don’t think it just or generous to insult him: 
he is already unfortunate enough.” 

The noise had been suspended for an instant, 
but, as soon as he had uttered these words,the 
ripters recommenced their cries; the lad feign- 
ed not to. perceive that he was the object of 
them, but his alarm was- visible in his counte- 
napce. Encouraged by his timidity, one of 
the aggressors began to pull his coat, and 
another took him by the cellar. George quick- 
ly rose. ’ 

“Stop & moment,” said his neighbor catch- 
ing hold of him, ‘‘¢on’t you see they are ten 
to one ?” 

“Let them be twenty to two, then,” cried 
he, indignantly ; “I will never stand by tame- 
ly and see a helpless boy ill-used.”’ 
~ Breaking. fromthe <r of his prudent 
neighbor, he sprang lightly over the benched, 
and threw himself between the youth and his 
assailants—dealing, at the same time, some 
knock down blows to the right and lefi, and 
crying out. 

“Cowards |—you call yourselves Frenchmen 
—and you are not ashamed to fail, ten of yoa 
upon one poor defenceless lad !” 

The aggressors were young men, mostly in 
a state of intoxication, but yet not.so far gone 
as tu be insensible to shame 

‘He says the truth,” cried one. 

**He is m the right,” said another. 

By degrees the group dispersed, those who 
had reveived the blows skulked away, and 
said nothing ; the oters excused themselves ; 
and in a few minutes tranquility was restor- 
ed. George took the youth by the arm, led 
him out of the theatre, and making asign to a 
hackney coachman, hurried away new, re- 
plying to Tinville’s thanks and entreaties to 
know his name. 

_Three days afterwards, as he was passing 
through ongof the principal streets, he felt 
himself seized by the.akict of his coat, and, 
looking around to see by whom, he perceived 
it was the gentleman whom he sat next to at 
the theatre. 

*ileaven be praised! I have found you at 
last,” cried he: ‘truly you have led me into 
a fine scrape.”’ 

“IT sir? impossible !”’ 


(grandson of that mon+ 








*‘No, no, it is possible enough. You must 
know that I have a brother, one of the princi- 
pal bankers of Marseilles: every body speaks 
wellofhim but myself; and I say he is a crack- 
brained enthusiast. Why, sir, you have only 
to relate to him a trait of courage or generosity 
and he is ready to worship the hero of it. [ 
told him the other night of the mad trick you 
payed, and he flew *:to rage with me because 

did not seize you and drag you to the house 
vi et armis, I should notcare so much for him 
had not my good sister in-law and my pretty 
niece joined his party. In short, they turned 
me out, with orders not to come again without 
bringing you in my hand. I have hunted for 

ou ever since im vain; but now that I have 
uckily found you, you will not refuse to return 
with me to dinner.” 

George would have excused himself, 

“He had only come,” he said, ‘‘for a very 
short time, on business, which was nearly fin- 
ished ; he was about to depart, and he had not 
a moment for any thing but business. 

“Even if you go to-morrow, you must dine 
somewhere to day—and why not as well at my 
brother’s as your inn. ' 

With these words he put his hand under the 
young man’s arm, and drew him along heed- 
ies tu all cxousca. ane era 

It has been said that a good face is the best 
letter of recommendation ; and no one ever 
had @ betier than George. ‘The banker and 
his family were charmed with him; each 


‘praised lim in the way. Mr. Stendhal admir- 
_ed his open countenance; his wife, the mod- 
‘est propriety of his manuers ; her mother, who 


wag very aud rather deaf, the good natured 
and respectable way in which he answered 
several questions that she put to him. The 
daughter, a blooming girl of sixteen, said 
nothing ; but perhaps the look of pleasure with 
which sle listened to the praises bestowed by 
the rest of the family; was not the least elo~ 
quent part of the panegyric. 

In the course of the evening, Mr. Stendhal, 
learned that his guest’s uame was George, 
that he was an orphan, and that he would 
leave Marseilles in five or six days. He men- 
tioned also the names of some of the mer- 
chants with whom he had business; and one 
of them happening to be a particular friend of 
Stegdhal’s the good banker went to him the 
nest day,to make inquiries respecting his new 
acquaintance, 

“All | kriow about him,’’ said the merchant 
‘+is, that he comes from an old correspond- 
entot mine, who has recommended him very 
strongly to me. He has transacted business 
for that sentlemen, with several others besides 
myself, and he is generally regarded as a clev- 
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erintelligent young man. My friend lamented | to be trusted on the occasion : but I will speak 


in his letter, that he had pat the 40 of- 
fer him a permanent situation, ind he-aeked 
me to. look out fos one for him, but I haxe not 
net ab any thing likely to suit,” 


his was enough for Stendhal, who was al y 


sort of benevolent Quixotte in his. way....He 
wished to serve Geom ; but, with the delicacy 
of true generosity, desired that the young 
man should feel himself the obliger, rather 
than the obliged. He told. him that he want- 
ed a clerk: George fell into the innocent snare 
laid for him ; he offered himself, and was im- 
mediately accepted. . 

Mr. Stend was very well satisfied with 
the abilities of his new clerk, and not less so 
with his conduct ; the only thing that he wishi- 
ed was, to see in the young man more of the 
gaiety natural in his time of life; but he was 
constantly serious, and even sad, notwith- 
standing that his temper was so sweet, and his 
manners so mild and amiable, that he was a 
favorite with the whole family. 

Two years passed away, and, at the end of 
that time, George was become what Mr. Stend- 
hal emphatically called, his, “right hand ;” he 
relieved the good banker from a great fatigue 
which he until then taken upon himself ; 
and while he never relaxed, in the slightest 
degree, his attention to business, he found time 
to render himself as agreeable and useful to 
the female part of the family, as to the master 
of it. He was Leocadia’slanguage master, to 
the great satisfaction of Mrs. Stendhal, who 
had no longor any reason to reproach the girl 
with that disinclination to study which had 
been her only fault. But what perhaps drew 
the hearts of both mother and daughter still 
more strongly towards him was, his unwearied 
attention to the good grand-mother, who was 
alike loved and venerated by the whole fami- 
ly. 
hn at once Stendhal perceived that his wife 
appeared unusally serious and abstracted. It 
was evident that she had something on her 
mind; but what could that something be, 
which she concealed from a husband with 
whom, till then, she had no reserves? After 
puzzling his brain for a little time in vain con- 
jectures, the banker took what we consider to 
be the only right way in these cases—he de- 
termined to come to the point at once. 

‘Till now,” said he, ‘“‘we have been happy, 
it is evident that you have ceased to be so : tell 
the the cause of your uneasiness; and if it is 
in my power to banish it, regard the thing as 
done.” 

“Then it is done,” cried Mrs. Stendhal, 
embracing him. ‘My uneasiness arose from 
discovering that Leocadia is in love.” 

“In love ! with whom ?” 

“With George.” 

‘“‘So much the better, if he loves her.” 

“If, Mr. Stendhal ?’ 

“If, Madame Stendhal—I say if———” 

* And I say there is no if im the case: the 
poor fellow is too honorable to say a word ; but 
\ see clearly that he is dying for her.” 

‘Ah my dear, mother’s eyes are not always 





to him myself.” . ‘ 
young an, ahe-dallows day, ool 4 

man, wing day, “ it is 
time ou to be lookipg out a wife ; what do 
ou think of my daughter ?” 

George had no need to reply’ his coute- 
nance told Mr. Stendhal plainly that his wife 
was in the right. 

“Well, well,” cried he, in a tone of 
ure, “you love her, hey 

“It is true, sir; but Heaven is my witness | 
have never dared to breathe a syliable——” 

sD he were right not t/spexk tuh@r, but 
why did you not tell me your mind? You 
know that I despise the pride of birth, and 
that 1. don’t carefor money. Ali thit T desire 
is, that my son in-law should be'a man cf pro- 
bity, and decended from an honest fanzily.” 

it i® impossible to déseribe the niingled ex- 
pressions of grief and shame which appcared 
in the countenance of George when he heard 
these words. He was silent for a moment : at 
last he said, in a voice of great emotion, ““You 
are right, I never thought, I hoped it could be 
otherwise. Hitherto I have concealed from 


pleas- 


who I am: to-morrow you shall knowW all. 
ave me now, I beseech you.” 
{ To be continued.] 


FROM THE INTELLIGENCER AND CHRONICEE. 
WHAT Is THE DEXIGH OF CREATION. 


heaven on that morn when nature 
with all her worlds awoke from the dark besom 
of chaos; what natural, or miraculous agency 
must have been exejsed by the Almightye> 
rouse them into exi , and impress upon 
them beauty, loveliness and motion, is beyond 
the conception ofman. There is an invisible 
power that maintains the order and harmony 
of the universe. But by what miraculous in- 
ition was it first awakened into existence, 
or in whet dark bed it slept before it was cal- 
led forth, or what its original substance was, 
—these are inquiries that baffle and elude the 
most subtle investigation. One thing is cer- 
tain. Matter has no self-moving powers to put 
itself into motion. Therefore to have weigh- 
ed these vast worlds, and hung them on im- 
perishable chains, must have required a power 
commensurate to so vast a work. That pow- 
er is Gop, and that Gop how great! Here is 
the first cause, and before it let Atheism with 
all its ill-boasted reason fall prostrate, and ac- 
knowledge its nothingness. 
It is not fiction. Deity arose in his omnip- 
otence and with a single impulse of divine en- 
ergy broke the dead silenceof chaotic night, 
and from its dread abyss launched these worlds 
into oceans of day. Millions en millions of 
worlds without end, being farni and sta- 
tioned in order, the greatI AM arose from 
the central throne of glory, and with one word 
of command, bade the inconceivable vast En- 
GINE move: and all heaven’s bright legions 
shouted acclamations of —*“The morn- 





ing stars sang together the sons of God 
shouted for joy.” 


What must have been the proceedings of 
wonderful 


“Bo what ond is this_world, and Gor 
purpose are its inhabitants, made? 
creation there could have been no x 


Hoothe: Aeladdy iianbinh sila baleey soc 
i Sots ordering the plan ef op 


peace in 
tion in such a manner, as shall eventually: 
trodace the most substantial and inconceivahy 
misery, that dependant beings are capableg 
pate eden” 2 or infinite vengeance capable of @. 
flictine? Justice ts the unhafiogg 
thovgit with indignation. Such a charge y. 
| casting & “blot of the broadest itfamy ands 
| gratitude on his ever blessed character, fp 
gels, these bright sons of the morning, inst 
of shouting for joy, would have wept in : 
of such an end. , 
The question returns :—what was the aap 
wal desizn of the Almighty in the prod vei 
of intelligent beings? Let the ecriptores 
swer. ‘* For thy ‘pleasurt they are a 
were created.” Tt is accordifiz to the ¢ 
pleasure of his Will that all men shoul 
corse in one in Christ. The result thap 
will be (Psalms Ixxxvi 9,) that “Alm 
tions whom thou hus made ge ond tg. 
ship before thee, O Lord; and shali glo 
thy name.” He never could have cr s ed ba 
to bless. In view of this, well might ; 
sons of God shout for joy. Wi 
The doctrine of aniversal salvation is wm 
thy the exalted interest and glory that eakis 
died in the bosom of angels, when its hea 
born tidings were shouted to carth; and i 
alike to the fondest hopes of ag 
That midnight hoar was luminous and sublimy 
as the m of creation. It was the 
en moment when the mysteri ign: 
creation “that had been secret from 
beginning,” was anoun to man. 
ackvone Seas wrapt in beams of glory, 
shepherds on the plains of Judea were 
wonder and amazement. The dead si 
woth watts om the voice of im 
and the glad tidings of great joy sweetly 
through the air, and burst upon the wo 
double sounds of glory. The exhibition ha 


grand! Hark! “O how charming is the 
Sin baud of antic tioning denen’ : 
ic armies tune their harps.” r@ 
rand isdone. Behold them — ‘ 
hear them shouting; “Glory to in 
highest, on earth peace, good will tows 
men.’’ 3 
Reader,-pause ;—and let this last sen 
have its weight on your mind, and the dogs 
of creation is indisputably plain. It is aa 
mae Lt 


———: 


~ 


Uet 


OF CHRISTIANITY. 3 
wo. 13. PY 


If I am sufficiently Gomvinced of the aw 
ticity of this deposition, which is the g 
object of my enquiries; if I am morally ¢ 
tain, that it has been neither fabric ! 
essentially altered ; cam I reasonably doubt: 
its truth? I have already said, that the tr 
of a history is its ity with the facts 
) If I ans satisfied, that the miraculous facts co 
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rilikewise appeared, that the witnesses, who 
ailicly aud unanimously attested those facts, 
mid neither deceive or be deceived as to 
eh fact reject their deposition with- 


: a very striking reflection suggests 
my mind: though it were possible I 
conceive some reasonable doubt respect- 
authenticity of the historical writings 
witnesses, and might found those doubts 
oo this circumstance, that those writings 
re not addressed to any particular society, 
charged to preserve them; yet I 
d not reasonably form the smallest doubt 
those epistles, addressed by the 
icular and numerous socie- 
5, which they themselves had founded and 
ed. How much were those societies 


ested in the careful preservation of those 
les of their own founders! I, therefore, 
1 i with all the attention in my 
see that they every where sup- 
miraculous facts, contained in the 

sal writings, and frequently refer to 
as the immoveable basis of belief, and of 


(the Lawgiver of nature had, at sundry 
and in divers: manners, anounced the 
i of the Messenger, long before the 
5 this would undoubtedly be a striking 
of tae truth of that mission. 
proof woutd be still more striking, if | 
dispensation of Supreme \WVis- 
oracles, of which [ am speaking, hed 
gonsigned to the very adversaries of the 
meer, and of his ministers; and if those 
and. iaost obstinate adversaries had until 
time, constantly professed to apply those 
-to.the Messenger, or Messiah, who 


therefore; open that book, which thé lin: 
pendants of those very men, who cruci- 


comeliness; and whep we shall see him, there 
is no beauty that we should desire him.’’ 

Mtoe etter cher 
man of sorrows, acquain : 
and we hid as it were our faces from him : he 
was despised, and we esteemed him not.’’ 

“He hath borne our griefs, and carried our 
sorrows. He was wounded for our transgres- 
sions and bruised for our iniquities : the chas- 
tisement of our peace was upon him, and by 
his stripes we are healed.” 


As it may be interesting to most of our readers to 
hear both sides of the controversy relative to the re- 
jectionof the Witnesses by J Story, we have 
taper Be. Fikrig ener, i ere 

e wi ; q . 
od'in the Providence Patnat, ofthe 6th and inst. 
MR. COW ELL’S REPLY TO 
REV. DAVID PICKERING. 

Sir—I have read, with the most careful at- 
tention, the second edition of your argument 
in the Te of the first instant, and the 
third in the Patriot of the same date, and 
truth compels me to day, that I can see no ev- 
idence of much improvement. So far as ar- 
gument is concerned you have not advanced 
one step, though I am ready to admit that, in 
your third edition, you have infused a spirit 
which may interest the feelings of some, how- 
ever it may affect their judgment; and this I 
confess I am not unwilling to see, though not 
unaccompanied with personal abuse, for, 
where there is no weight of thought, I like to 
see pleasantry and good humor, although, in 
the intellectual scale, this humor ascends not 
to the grade of wit. ‘Indeed, in this I confess 
you--have showed no litge tact, for, -findin 
yourself unable to overcome the doctrines 
have. advanced, you direct your whole force 
against me in prepria persona. With regard 
to wayself, I feel as I informed you, inadequate 
to contend with such.a foe; but, as respects 
the legal doctrines 1 advanced, I feel doubtly 
assured, that they have been too long settled 
to be ovecome by you~-and in every attaek on 
them unless I ain very much mistaken will 

nicorn 


find yourself in the situation of the 
When you first addressed me as ‘‘Clerk of 
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-qualified avowal of my “faith,” and of my le- 
gal pare ante tr not oneof which has 
I am willing, Sir, to admit the whole force 
of the argument think you detive from 
the authority of towhich you have 
referred me. It does not in the least militate 
with any of the positions I assumed; on _ the 
contrary it affirms them. Blackstone says— 
“All witnessess, of whatever religion or coun- 
rty that have the use of their reason, are to be 
received and examined, except such as 
are infamous, or such as are interested 
in the event of es cn ee Sir, is 
precisely m nd. in my 
Card chat a Mchometan or Pagan could be 
sworn according to the form of taking oaths 
of their respective countries. All I contend- 
ed for was, that a witness must be sworn by 
what he believes in, for this belief is the very 
soul of the oath, if I may be allowed such an 
expression. And pray Sir, of what “religion” 
is the Atheist f and what constitutes his relig- 
ious belief? Is he a christian, and, therefore, 
to be sworn upon the christian’s oath? This 
you acknowledge would be an ‘‘abserdity,” 
and yet you say he can “affirm” If this is 
not the absurdity of two, there is no 
absurdity in the “Vedas” which you seem so 
i willing should be “faithfully believed” 
me What constitutes the doctrine of the 
“affirmation” will be considered in its place. 
I wish now further to consider the oath. 

Ina note nded to this very authority of 
Blackstone, I find the same construction giv- 
en to the oath as was given by me in my 
,Card. ‘The note is in these words—“A Ma- 
hometan inay be sworn upon the Alcoran, ‘and 
Gentoo according to the ¢ustom of India.” 
“But an Atheist, or a person who has no be- 
lief or notion of God, or a future state of re- 
wards and punishments, ought not in any ih- 
instance ww be admitted as a witness.” And 
this, Sir, has been the interpretation given to 
the oath for a number of cérturies, in all 
christian countries, and I defy you to produce a 
single instance to the contrary of any legal de- 
eision of a ‘cémpetent Court in this country 
except in one instance, where an exception 


h coenger’ and persecuted his minis- 
first followers, present to me this day, 
ic and divine. I run over several 
is book and meet with a writing 
ows me into the most profound as- 
I think I am reading an antici- 
circumstantial history of the Mes- 
I. discover in it all his features, his 
yand the principal particulars of his’ 
& Ina word, I seem to be reading the de- 
on of the witnesses. 
withdraw my eyes ffom this sur- 
ig picture ; what stroltes {° what colours ! 
expression! what ce with 
me facts! how naturai the emblems! What 
L say! it is not an emblematical picture of 


was taken to disbelief in future rewards and 
punishments only, where it was decided that 
the objection should go rather to the credibil- 
ity than to the competency. Since, Sir, you 
have referred me to one authority, of “trans- 
atlantic origin,” 1 will refer you to a number. 
I forébore to do this in my Card, because I 
thought it unnecessary to travel out of our 
own couritry to show what was understood by 
an oath. aa of Omy 
In the great and leading cause - 
chund ve. Barker, decided in end, tre the 
fiigh Court of Chancery, in England, (report- 
od in Atkyns, vol. 1, page 21,) the legal doc- 
trine of the oath was most elaborately and 
learnedly gone into. The question was 
whether the depositions of witnesses, of tl 
Gentoo religion, sworn to according to the: 
ceremony or form of swearing, ought to be a 
mitted as legal evidence. The facts w: . 


in his royal contest with the Lion. 
the Circuit Court” through the medium of the 
Telescope I could not but feel, high’ flatter- 
ed, with the attention—Indeed I felt ander 
deep obligation, that one so “learned in law” 
should voluntarily undertake to instruct me. 
not only in that knowledge necessary in my 
profession as a lawyer, but in my faith asa 
christian. | ht at that time, the Rev. 
Editor felt a for me particularly though 
only known to him by reputation by the 
ial station I held. In this however, T am con- 
vinced I erred. I think now that “hot ‘nly 
my own improvement and that of the J 
of the Circuit Courts, but that of the citizens 
ae ¥ of R. Island, generally, was intended. It 
faturity, it is a faithful representa-| would now seem that al were to be enlighten- 
adage ; and that which is not, is| ed in matters of law and réligion, by his learn- 
Punted as h it were. ed lucubrations, for I can see no justifiable 
ome grew up as a tender plant; atid as a| reason for a second and third edition of the 
‘out-of dry ground; he no form nor | same thing, especially after my distinct and un- 


ly 


as 
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that one Barker, an English merchant, had | 
left Calcutta greatly in debt, for merchandize 
previously bought. He embarked, but died 
on the voyage. He, however, made a will, ' 
charging his real and personal estate with the | 
payment of his just debts. A bill was filled 
ta recover this debt, and the depositions of two 
Gentoos, Ramkissenseat and Ramchunecoo- 
berage, were produced and certified to have 
been sworn to according to the form of swear- 
ing in that country, to prove the debt. An 
objection was taken to this, as illegal vestimo- 
ny, it not having been sworn. to ima legal man- 
ner; and this objection brought up the whole 
doctrine of oaths. It was decided by the 
Court that the evidence was legal, imasmuch 
as it was sworn to according to the Gentoo 
form. It was upon the authority of this case 
that Blackstone, more than twenty years after- 
wards, advanced the doctrine in his ‘“‘Com- 
mentaries,” that ‘all witnesses, of whatever 
religion or country,” ought to be admitted ; 
and it was upon the authority of this case that 
I observed to you, in my Card, thata Mahom- 
etan or Pagan could be a witness, they being 
sworn according to what they believed in—for 
this belief constitutes the efficacy of the oath. 
The form of the oath, say the Court, in the a- 
bove case, ‘varies in countries according to 
different laws, but the substance is the same 
in all”? But while Chief Justice Willes ad- 
mits that Turks, Pagans, é&c. are legal wit 


nesses, he says, in so many words, “I am clear- 
ly of the opinion, that if they (Infidels) do not 
believe in God, or future rewards and punish- 


ments, they ought not to be admitted.” And 
will it be pretended that less is required of 
Christians? I think not. ‘An oath,” says 
Chief Justice Lee, “is a religious sanction 
that mankind have universally established.” — 
If it were possible to form an oath by which 
an Atheist would be bound in conscience, I 
will not say that he ought not to. be admitted 
as a witness. But until this is done no stat- 
ute in Rhode-Island will allow him to be 
sworn; and as the legal form of the oath in 
R. Island is the Christian’s oath, and as that 
oath, in addition to a belief in the existence of 
a God, points to a world to come, it is equally 
idle to administer it to one who has no such 
belief. The.case in Atkyns’ overruled the il- 
liberal doctrine of Lord Coke, that none but 
Christians could, be legal witnesses. The 
Court said, refering to, another case cited, that 
the “necessity of trade had mollified the rig- 
orous rules of the. old law.” 

I could Sir refer to.a number of authorities 
of “ transatlantic origin,” which go the-whole 
length of the preceding case. Phillips, a very 
correct elementary writer, is very full upon 
the subject, so is Starkie indeed. there is.no 
decision, or authority to the contrary—nor are 
any of these-authorities contradicted. by Black. 
stone. This Commentator means what. he. 
says and no more--he says “‘ all witnesses. 
of whatever religion ot,coungry’”’ are to be ex. 
amined and who, pray denies.thig.—T his is the 
very doctrine for which I contended.—1 con- 


tended that men of all religions have a right 
to be sworn in some form or other where the 
oath is binding on the conscience. But I denied 
that all men can be sworn by this Christian’s 
God—None can be sworn by this God but 
they, who believe, in judgwents. There is 
another English authority which is deemed of 
im » Lallude to Paley's Moral and Po- 
litical Philosophy—‘vaths” says he “are nuga- 
tory, i. e. carry with them no proper force or 
obiigation wiless we beheve that God will pun- 
ish false swearing with more severity than a 
simple Ke or breach of promise.” I could 
quote Dr. Tillotson on the same point, but 
sufficient has been said of foreigners, which 
[ should not have named at all, had you not 
referred me to one yourself. 

I will now return from my “trans-atlantic” 
excursion to which you invited’ me, and will 
onée more look iuto the authorities of my own 
country, although I shall cross the water 
again when I consider your views of the “ af- 
firmation.” 

I am “ not aware” Sir, that the case I cited 
from Johnson’s Reports, “ is the opinion of 2 
sulitary Jurist, in the State of N. York, whose 
opinion is opposed by that of legal characters 
by no means inferior to hinr in judgement,” I 
know to the contrary—I know it to have been 
the unanimous opinion of the whole Court—I 
know also, it has been generally approved, not 
only in that, but in. other-States, you are mis- 
taken im regard to this fact, Sir, full: as much 
as you are, when you say, you read this opin- 
ion “ten years since” —for this opinion happen- 
ed to have been delivered in 1820, at the May 
term of the Court—and you must have had a 
wonderful prescience to have known and read 
it three years before it was prdénounced !— 
That opinion, give me leave to tell you, meets 
the approbation of the soundest part of the Bar 
throughout the U. States, not exceptmg the 
Bar of R. Island. But that opinion is not a 
“solitary” one upon this question in this coun- 
try. In the case of Curtis vs.’ Strong, (re- 
ported in 4th of Day page 51)the same princi- 
ple is expressly decided by the Supreme Court 
of Errors of the State of Connecticut. Upon 
the Case of Curtis vs. Strong, Judge Swift: re- 
marks : 

“The case of Curtis against Strong was a 
contest between the heir at law, and the devi- 
see under a wil, in which the heir at law al- 
leged, that the will was not duly executed, be- 
cause one of the subscribing witnesses did not 
believe in the obligation of'an oath. It was 
found, that the witness did not believe in the 
obligation of an oath, a future state of rewards 


and punishments, or accountability after death, 


either at the time of the attestation, or the pro- 
bate of the will. The Court therefore decided 
that the witness.wag incompetent, and the will 
not duly executed. 

In this.case it was.also.deciiied, that proof 
of what the- person, objected to as.a witness had 
said was proper to be admitted ; for the belief 
and opinion of men can be known only by 





what they have said or written; that their 


declarations, either verbal or written, ‘ar 
therefore, the proper evidence of their opini 
and are not to be considered in the light of 
hearsay evidence. but as facts. 

it was also decided that the person objediag 
to might not be sworn for the purpose of dj 
claring his belief of the obligation of an 
and to contradict or explain what witness 
had swern against them: for it would be, 
manitest absurdity to administer an oath tg a 
man, who denied its obligation. 

On the same principle, a witness, whey 
sworn, may not be compelled to answer, o 
even be questioned as to the belief ou this si} 
ject, for it is inconsistent to cali upon a 
under oath to acknowledge or disclose 
which show he denies the obligation oft 
oath : as he must be under the strongest pip 
sible inducement to answer in such mannef gs 
will not disqualify him, whatever may be'bis 
opinions ; but if'a case can be supposed wher 
aman has such asense of the moral obli 
t» speak the truth at all times, that he wil 
from regard to it, aéknowledge that he dithe 
lheves the religious obligation of an 1 he 
would by that circumstance be entitled to cre 
it; and the consequence ofthis mode of inqi. 
ry would be, where it had any effect, that 
most unprincipled men, who ought not tobe 
credited, would never be excluded by it; an 
that none but those would be excluded who haé 
such a high sense of the moral obligations 
— the truth, that they might safely be re 

on.” 

The same grand principle, has also been 
cided by the Supreme Court of Pennsylvanis 
and that too within a year past. All 
learned tribunals have solemnly decided thats 
witness is not to be sworn unless he belicts 
not only in the existence of a God, but “nae 
countability after death,’ and for myself! 
think they are entitled to as much respect 
the dicta of the Rev. David Pickering, Paste 
of the Universalist Church in Providence. - 

But Sir I contend that even in Rhode Islan? 
the christian’s oath points “to the world # 
come’’ even as.it has. been. interpreted by os 
own Jurists.—The Chief Justice in a charge 
to the Grand Jury says, “(However some 
consider this part of the oath, it is equally & 
ligatory to every other part, a violation of i 
may subject you-here-to fine and imprisonment 
at least if nothing more, and HEREAFTER! 
that awful responsibility, to which every ma 
subjects himself, who to a solemn assevert 
tion adds the religious sanction—So wr 4 
God.” Who will say after this that the Chr 
ian’s oath even in Rhode-Island does not Ie 
cognize the doctrine of future accountabil 
after death 1 What is here pronounced 
the theory of the-oath in Rhode-Island, 
Circuit Court only reduced to. practice ; 
excluded two. witnesses, who disbelieved 
this ‘“‘hereafter”—and let. it, be remembertd 
that the.U ..S. Circuit Courts are in som 
measure bound by the interpretations giv@® 
to the law, by the highest tribunals of 





in the several States, and if so, they we 
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bound by the incerpretation of the Christian's 
oath in this State, and Sir, I will add that I 
¢ too much conidence in the integrity and 
ability of our Supreme Court, to admit the 
ht for a moment, that they- will practice 
differentiy from what they preach. What 
gow becomes of your vain and pompous decla- 
ation inflated with sa much intellectual gas, 
that Judge Story had pronounced “sentence 
directly m the face of the law,” who, it is gen-| 
erally agreed did not.touch wiat you consider 
the most objectionsbie part of the doctrine. 
1 will now turn ny attendon to another ab-| 
gurdity which you lave thought proper to) 
¢ printed, and i shall have done: I will 
‘qole the precious moreau eatire—“‘An Athe- 
jtcannot swear by the Deity, because he does | 
believe in his existence, yet he may efirm 

‘god his evidence be appreciated according to 
weight of character for truth and veracity!” 
other words, an Atheist is not competent 
atding to his weight of character under 
emition | No doubt after such a specimen 
sflogic, as this, you can prove your religious 
qed to be true, from the Bible—No wonder 
dher such a specimen of legal knowledge; 
Jouaresuch astar in theology. But, Sir, let 
turn to the Bible, and see how your Atheis- 

eal evidence would be considered in the 

rt o*Solomon. [ff Sir, you read the same 
ianslation of the Bible that 1 do—I mean the 
ion of the ofd Testament—(the transla- 

of the new [ know you do not, or at least 
been informed that the new Testament 

as been translated, expressly for the use of the 
ination of Christians to which you be- 

in the 18th chapter of Proverbs 5th 

you will thus find it written, ‘‘It is not 

idto accept the person ofthe wicked to 

w the righteous in judgement” and 

Sir, you are willing to accept the testimo- 

an Atheist, for judgement, in the Courts 
Island—nay, contend he cannot be ex- 

ded under an affirmation! Pray, what is an 
fitmation | is it less binding than an oath? I 
Sever understood it so. The Friends or Qua- 
do not gonsider it so. The affirmation 
th them is based upon: the same religious 
Mitction that the oath is—and they subject 
miselves to the same penalities moral as well 

M penal, for false affirmation, as they do, who 
fake the oath.—The reason why Quakers af- 
Mis, not because of disbelief in future ac- 
itability—but because they think they are 

den to swear by their Lord and Master, 

ed so great is their reverence to Deity, 
lai they scruple to speak his name in secular 
hence the affirmation is adepted by 
iméelves, to meet tlie exigences of their 
This is what I have always understood, 
What one of the most intelligent of that 

% fas informed me is their view of the af- 
_PMmation.—But I do not wish you to take this 
sition from me as you seem not to have a 
torable idea of my legal knowledge:—I will 
merefore refer to Lord Mansfield:—In the 
#¢ Atcheson vs Everitt, reported by Cowper 





‘for an affirmation is a most solemn appeal and 


after the revolution. The principles of toler- 
ation were explained and justified in conse- 
quence of the writings of Mr. Lacke, Lord 
Somers, and other great men of those times ; 
and a statute passed, which though not gene- 
ral, was very extensive in the relief it afford- 
ed to scrupulous consciences. The statute 
was 1 Wm, & Mar. c, 18. commonly called 
the Toleration Act.” 

“This statute was followed about six years 
after by another statute 7 & 8 Wm. 3. c. 34. 
which allows a Quaker to affirm in cases, 
where other persons are required to take an 
oath,” “It is objected, that the Quakers are 
the only people in the world who ever refused 
to swear; but in substance their affirmation is 
the same thing: The form only is different ; 


attestation to God of the truth.” 

Now, Sir, allowing Lord Manfield to have 
been correct, what becomes of your atheistical 
affirmation, which you contend is legal. But, 
Sir, I do not blame you for lugging atheism into 
our Courts, for you must go this whole length, 
otherwise your conclusion would contradict 
your premises, You must prove that Atheists 
are entitled to be witnesses, under the actof 
‘‘religious freedom,”’or youprove nothing at all. 
You are the first person that ever placed the af- 
JSirmation of Atheists on the same legal ground 
with that of the Quakers; and for the sake of 
supporting an argument which has no founda- 
tion in law or fact you have stigmatized one 
of the most respectable classes in society.— 
The credit of this exciusivery belongs 
to you. I do not believe there is a judge 
or lawyer,or another.Divine, besides yourge 
in the United States or any other well informed 


Mr. Cowell tenders his respects to Mr. Pick- 
ering, and informs him, if he is a stickler for 
the honor of having the last word he willbe 
sure to have it, if, to the ing, he makes 
any reply. Mr, Cowell is willing to acknowl- 
edge he feels a deep interest in the discussion ; 
not, however, on account of the petty person- 
alities that have taken place, nor yet much on 
account of the gross attack on the Circuit 
Court—but altogether on aceountof that grand 
RELIGIOUS PRINCIPLE which our forefathers 
have joi in political wedlock to the oath 
and ation. On this principle, if dispas- 


sionately analyzed, will be found to rest, as 
very properly observes, ‘‘all 


Judge Spencer 
our institutions.’ 


LIPE.— or extract. 

Life is a fountain fed by a thousand. streams 
that perishes if one be dried. It isa silver 
cord twisted with a thousand strings that parts 
assunder if one be broken.. Frail. and thought- 
less mortals are surrounded by innumerable 
changes which makes it much more strange 
that they escape so long, that they almost ail 
perish suddenly at last. We are encom 

with accidents ever ready to crush the moul- 
dering tenement that we inhabit. The seeds 
of disease are planted im our constitution by 
the hand of nature.. The earth and the at- 
mosphere, whence we draw our life, are im- 
pregnated with death—health is made to oper- 
ate its own destruction—the food that nour- 
ishes the body contains the elements of its de- 
cay—the soul that animates it by a vivifyin 
fire, tends to wear it out by its actions—dea 


. 





citizen, that would dare tomaintain such doc- 
trine ; a doctrine which, if promulgated, even 
on the banks of the Ganges, would make a 
Bramin blush! For the well informed, among 
Gentoos, believe in an overruling Providence, 
in this and the future state,if what was certified 
to Lord Chancellor Hardwick was correct in the 
case Omychund vs. Barker before mentioned; 
and how vastly superior is this belief to the 
chilling and desolating prineipes of atheism. 

Upon the question whether the competency 
of a witness is effected by the act concerningi 
“religious freedom,” I say, as I said. to you: 
before, I will not waste a moment’s time.. 
though this question has gone through: 
editions with you, with many corrections. and 
additions, it remains in my mind too plain for 
argument; and I have no hesitation in saying, 
that the-decision of the Circuit Court was no 
more a violation ef this act, than it was of the 
charter of the Merchants Bank—and I will 
say further, that I do. not believe there is a 
Lawyer in Providence, who has the reputation 
of being a sound Lawyer, that would risk his 
reputation in saying it had, before that, or any 
other learned tribunal of justice, except it be- 
came his professional duty so todo. Yoware 
mistaken in segard to the opiuion of the sound 
part of the Bar upon this point. 





ship held the following language. 


i tore liberal way of thinking prevailed! 


I am, with. respect, your ob’t servant, 


lurks in ambush about alk our paths. 
Petbre 


pe ye this is the truth so 
ble, and confirmed by daily examples 
our eyes, how little-do we lay it to heart !— 


i We see our friends and neighbors perishing: 


around us, but how. seldom does it occur to 
our thoughts, that our knell, shall give the 
next fruitless warning to the world !: 


_Is aray. of that wisdom which pervades the 
universe. Like the sun,.it enlightens, rejoices, 
‘and warms. By the aid of books we collect 
‘around us all things, all places, men and times. 
By them we are recalled to the duties ofhuman 

i By the sacred examples of greatness, our 
passions are diverted and we are roused to vir- 
tue. Literature is the daughter of heaven ;, 
who has descended ypon earth to soften the 
evils of life. Have recourse then to books. The 
sages who have written long before our days,. 
are so many travellers in the paths ofcalamity, 
who.streach out thejr friendly hands, inviting 
us when abandoned by the world, to.join theix 
society. 

Wealth without friends, is like lifé without 
health ; the one an uncomfortable fortune,and 
the other a miserable being. Without friends, 
this would is but a wilderness. 


Flatter not yourself of your faith to God, if 





BENJ., COWELL. 


you want charity for your neighbour. 
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CURIOUS PUNISHMENTS. If it be necessary for every man to be more | tion which will settle the matter with them j 
The following collection of a few of the | acquainted with hie Coheenapatuttie than with | —Preachers, “ ‘What do you know about it? 
many curious punishments inflicted for various | past generations, and torather know the events |“ How much scandal would be saved, how 
is copied from the old records of vil ap immedately affect his fortune or {many dark surmises ; how many unkind sug 
Massachusetts, between the years 1630 and | quiet, than the revolutions of ancient king-|picions would be choaked in their births,” if 
1659. oms, in which he has neither possessions | this question was duly attended to. 


“Sir Richard Saltonstall, fined four bushels 
of malt for his absence from court. 

“Josias Plastow shall, for stealing four bas- 
kets of korn from the Indians, return them 
eight baskets again, be fined 5/. and hereafter 
be called Josias, and not Mr. as he used to 
be. 

“Joyce Bradwick shall give unto Alexander 
Beeks, 20s. for promising him marriage, with- 
out her friends consent, and now refusing to 
perfom the same. 

“Thomas Petre, for suspicion of slander, 
idleness, and stubbornness, is to be severely 
whipt, and kept in hold. 

“Richard Turner, for being notorious 
drank, was fined 2/. 

‘Edward Palmer, for extortion, taking 33s 
7d. for the plank of Boston stocks, is fined 5/. 
and censured, to be set one hour in the stocks. | 

“John White is bonad in 104. to be of good | 
behaviour, and not to come into the company 
of his neighbor -~-—- alone.” 

BEAUTY. 

Socrates called it a shortlived tyrant; Plato, 
the privilege of nature; Aristotle, one of the 
most precious gifts of nature; Theophrastus, a 
mute eloquence; Diogenes, the most forcible let- 
ter of recommendation ; Carneades, a queen 
without soldiers; Theocritus, a serpent covered 
with flowers ; Bion, a good that does not belong 
to the possesor , because it is impossible to give 
one’s self beauty, orto preserve it. 


4 MISER. 

Died at Paris, France, in Augast last, a poor 
rag gatherer,(chiflronnier) who posessed noth- 
ing but a few worm eaten pieces of furniture. 
He a had niece, who attended him in his last 
moments, not even expecting that his property 
would pay for his burial He had loved his cat 
very much, and when it died of old age, he 
had stuffed and placed it on the top ofhis bed. 
The niece thought she would preserve it as a 
‘memorial, and calling in the owner of the 
house as a witness, when she began to make 
an inventory of the wretched furniture of the 
deceased, the cat was lifted down from its high 
place, Its weight surprised them, and they has- 
tened to open it, when lo? there came out 
several rolls of gold. The money was count- 
ed, and found to amount to a sum of 10,000 
frances(about 7127) Then was the piety ofthe 

girl rewarded. She is now rich andowes 

er happiness to an old rag gatherer,who suffer- 
ed and fasted all his life to amass this treasure. 











Yesterday (says a Fredericksburg paper of 
Oct.) a shoemaker was arraigned in this county 
for stabbing, cutting, &¢. one Thomas Sole- 
leather, and was defended by his counse! on the 
ground that there was no law toprevent a 





shoemaker from cutting soleleather. 


nor expectations; if it be pleasing to hear of the 
preferment and dismission of statesmen, the 
birth of heirs and the marriage of beauties, let 
the humble authorof journals and gazettes be 
considered as a liberal dispenser of beneficial 
knowledge. 


We may fall under the character of tail bear- 
er for telling truths, when it is not necessary 
that they should be told; for truth ought not be 
told at all times. 








A person who can live in this world with- 
out being slandered, must be too stupid or in- 
significant to claim attention. 





When Ramsay was one day complimenting 
Newton on the new lights which he had thrown 
upon science, he made the following splended 
answer: Alas ? I am only like a child picking 
up pebbles on the great ocean of truth. 





When Paddy Blake heard an English gentle- 
man speaking of a fine echo at the lake of 
Killarney , which repeats the sound forty times, | 
he very promply observed—“Faith,that’s noth- 
ing at all to the echo in my father’s garden in 
the county of Galway ; if you say to it‘ “ How 
do you, Paddy Blake?” it will answer, “‘Pret- 
ty well, I thank you Sir |” 





Telescope and Miscellany. 


“ Earnestly contend for the faith.” 








Provipence, Saturpay, Dec. 29, 1827. 





FOR THE TELESCOPE AND MISCELLANY. 

Mr. Editor—I was not a little pleased with 
an article in the 15th No. of your head- 
ed with the question—‘‘ What do you know 
about it 1” 

As you have declared in your letter to Mr. 
Cowell, your belief in future punishment (by 
> aa suppose you mean punishment in a 

re world)—you will not deem it unkind if 
I put to you uncle Josey’s question, and ask 
you * do you know about it?” Much 
has been said and much has been written about 
future punishment, but one question ought to 
be settled, what do those who believe, write 
and preach this doctrine, “know about it ?” 

**Would it not be of vast importance in soci- 
ety, if every man would think of this question?”’ 
“Uncle Josey’s plan was to take nothing, for 
which the retailer would not cousent to be re- 


sponsible.” Will the “ retailers’’ of the doc- 








Mr. Ed. 
itor, if you will attend to this question in be 
half of your brethren and yourself, you will 
confer a favour upon one who wishes to prac. 
tice according to the maxim given b 
UNCLE JOSEY, — 


REMARES j 
The well known hand of “ Uncle Josey) 
awakes a variety of reflections which we had 
hoped would be left to slumber in forgetfulness 
But since he chose to take a stand which wag 
not anticipated, we must meet him upon hig 
own ground, and offer him the uis/: with which’ 
he has attempted to tempt ou: appetite. 3 
We have truly declared in our letter to Mr, 
Cowell, our belief in future punishment : Ow 
careful Uncle inquires, ‘‘ What do you kn 
about it?” We answer—we know that 
believe what we have declared. Let us ask 
in our turn, what does this good and carefil 
Uncle believe 1 Although he does not fam 
nish a direct answer, he clearly turitisies 4) 
chrect inference ; and that inference is, he be 
lieves nothing except what he knows io 
true, 
We will now ask bim a few questions. — 
hat do you know about the existence of 
God, or his perfections! ‘The inquiry is not, 
what ministers or Uncles believe ; but whatde 
you know? ‘ 3 
Waat do you know about.tbe creation of the 
world’ or its overthrow by the flood? 
do you knuw aboui the bare existence of Noa” 
and his sons, the Patriarchs, Moses or tht 
Prophets 1 Do you know that such men ever 
existed? What do you know about Christe 
| is doctrine 1 Do you know that such a ma” 
ever ev.sted, or that he proclaimed any sued 
doctrine as the New Testament contains =) 
What do you know about the founding of Be 
bylon, Tyre and Rome? Do yéw know that 
any such places ever existed upon the earth? 
What do you know about the discovery of thit’ 
Continent by Christopher Columbus, or if 
early settlement by Sesion ? Do you 
know tha such places exist, as London, Liver 
pool, Paris, Moscow, St. Petersburgh, Peki 
or Calcutta ?- Do you ‘now that there is such. 
a place as Quebec? Dv you know that the . 
independence of the United States was declae 
ed, July 4th, 17761 Do you know that you 
was ever born, or that you did not spring @ 
like a musroon fromthe earth? We dont 
ask you what you believe, but what you knows - 
As you seem indisposed to ask or récei 
dence, we should be ungenerous to ; 
any evidence of you ; but what do you hi! . 
What do you know about a future state G - 














BCEGISSEE 5, . STLEF ep PCLSERRE UTE CE DETER LOSER EESG EEE _ESe _gesEr, 





trine of future punishment, be r sible for 


its truth ? They will if they know it to be | ulations to any one, unless:you kn: 
true. The Christian community do not wish ; 
to know what preachers think and believe | 
about future punishment, but the only ques-| 






existence? Do not attempt to retail your spee ec 
w some 
thing about the fact; for this would be te 
moving your own: foundation and renderii§. Bthat » 
ridiculous. If you are a ministE®, 


isles @ 


» be be 


s io le 


18. 
nce of & 
is noty 


whut de 
+ 


(f tive Sclearer idea of the words above 
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be careful to entertain your hearers with your 
childish sports, and what you have ezperienced 
in riper years, but avoid both the J siaanasaany 
and history of the Old and New Testament, 
jest you depart from what you know ! 

By these few examples, it is hoped you may 
beable to comprehend and know the absurdity 
of your communication, and thus avoid a fur- 
ther exposure. 

We will now pass to 


inform you of what we 


know. We know that for eight years past our | occur every day. It cannot, therefore, be too 
geatiments respeciing punishment have beeu | often incuicated that “ evil communications 


the same as they now are; That the positi.. 
rewards of virtue and vice are confined to this 
world, but that the aegative or consequential 
s of virtue and vice will continue until 
general resurrection to immortality : ‘This 
latter sentiment, we call punishment, in its 
we form: This also is what we meant 
y punishment in the future state, in our re- 
i" Mr. Cowell ; and which our careful 
might have read in the first vol. of the 
Christian Telescope. 

We know that your premises are of just the 
fame description as have been often urged by | 
the-most unqualified sceptics with whom we 
have ever been acquainted, and that if they are 

aced into all their lextlemate consequences, | 
Te ostoid.bly land you in Atheism, if you 
wenct «ready on that zround. 

We know, that in case you furnish us with 
such unreasonable communications in future, 
they will receive no special notice ; pa:ticular- 

they come post-paid. 

We know that it is useless for you to travel 
tenor twelve mii€84e deposit your communi- 

M@insin Quincy Post-Office, with the ex- 

jon of being unknown, or unrecognized, 
taless you can become a better counterfeiter 
@fastrange hand. And we ‘now, that in the 
Words attributed to king Solomon, we read, 
“ Answer a fool according to his folly, lest he 
thould be wise in his own conceit.” 

Permit us to ask our dear Uucle ; did you not 
Preach and advocate the doctrine of a future 
Judgement and future punishment, not erg iteen 
months since, in a neighbouring State ? If so, 
Please-tell us what you know to the contrary at 
the present time. Editor. 
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ions corrupt good manners.” 
These are the words of an inspired penman, 
vio Knew, well, the truth and the weight of 
- In order to come to a right conception 


n 
“a meaning attached to them, we will no- 


‘in the first place, the words, ‘evil com- 
munications.” An evil communication is a 
conversation, that is bad, or bane- 
fal in I Now, it 1s evident, that such 
& ion is likely to corrupt good 
mahtiers or morals. That we may, however, 


let ds consider a few of the different kinds of 
til Communication, that are to be found in 
It is an evil communication, when a 


many bad effects. It is also, an evil commu- 
nication, when a frequents, the society 
of gamblers, drunkards, thieves, &&c. on ac- 
count of the tendency, which it has, to render 
him of the like qualities with his associates.— 
Men, who have been of the highest rank in 
society, and notorious for their probity, and re- 
ligion, have, by’ associating with immoral 
characters, become immoral and licentious 
themselves. Of this number less instances 


corgupt good manners.” 

These things laid down, I come now to no- 
tice what meaning is attached to the terms 
“good manners.” Generally speaking, i 
mafiners imply a behaviour, whteh is ae 
ed by the society, with which we live. But, 
in the words standing at the head of this arti- 
cle, they mean undoubtedly a conduct which 
is in accordance with the gospel of Christ.— 
Such a conduct as agrees with the injunction 
of the Gospel of Jesus Christ, is called good 
conduct. The apostle says, that evil commu- 
nications corrupt this conduct! This is a 
certain truth. The gospel requires, of every 
men, that he love God, and his neighbour as 
himself. Now, if a person indulge himself in 
evil communications, he will neglect both of 
these important duties; and consequently his 
morals will be corrupted. Ifa man love God 
he will keep his commandments. If he love 
his neighbour, he will do him no injury, be- 
cause these are both natural effects. Bat, if 
he indulge himself in evil communig¢ations, he 
cain neither love God, nor his neighbours, and 
so cannot keep the commands of God nor re- 
frai: from the injury of his neighbour. From 
this it is evident, that “ evil communications 
corrupt good manners.” 

J. F. M. 


1” We owe an apology to our readers for the small 
— of original matter in our prerent No. but trust 

t the advantage of having the whole of Mr.Cowell’s 
reply in one paper, will be a sufficient excuse for the 
omission of other matter. 


Poetry. 
FOR THE TELESCOPE AND MISCELLANY, 
‘WHEN LIFS I8 FLED. 
When flees this “vital spark” within, 
That animates this feeble clay ; 


And soars aloft from stain of sin, 
To launch into eternal day ; 


O then may all be calm around, 
And gently close these nightlesa eyes, 
With solemn peace each heart abound, 
Tho’ the frail form now prostrate lies. 


Calmly prepare the robe for death, 
And hasten not the cold remains ; 
But slowly weave the cypress wreath, 
Too soon the grave its victim claims, 


The marble relic, let it stey 
A few brief days in walls onee dear ; 
Affection bid a short delay, 





And smile approval for the love 

That gazed, caressed and tarried still, 
The last embrace of love to give— 

The last sad office to fulfil. 


For I must wish for friends te weep, 

Tho’ not that hopeless tears chould flow, 
But like the mother when asleep 

She views her babe that sooths her wo. 


© then, may tears like these be mine, 
That still the aching heart to rest, 
And Hope its garland ever twine, 
Around each brow, shine in each breast ! 
, GERALDINE. 


FOR THE TELESCOPE AND MISCELLANY. 
THE RUINED TOWER. 
I saw upon a lonely height, 
The ruins of a beauteous tower ; 
Gloomy and dark in day's best light, 
It bowed to Time's resistless po wer. 
Yet still, around one turret flung, 
That reared alone its head in air, 
The mantling Ivy fondly clung, 
And wreathed its sheltering foliage 
And thas, I said, man's lot is cast— 
The heart to ruin wastes away ; 
And oft,—too oft—ere youth is past, 
Finds nought is left it but decay. 
Yet still there is a wreath divine, 
Fate’s darkest tempest cannot part, 
That round the ruined form will twine, 
And gently bind the broken heart, 
December Vth, 1827. 0. G. W. 


there, 


FOR THE TELESCOPE AND MISCELLANY. 
TO A FRIEND—ON “HOPE.” 
Lient of the soul and of the heart, 

Of man’s elysian hour the heam, 
“Unfading Hope,” it is thy part 

In life to gild our darkest dream. 

Sweet is thy flattering smile to youth, 
And dearer far than India’s ore ; 
Eternal as the light of Truth, 

Unto the breast all dark before. — 
Grant, Power of Lieut, its brightest ray 
Enlighten in Lovisa’s mind ; 

Nor dim ite beam when pleasure’s day 
In evening's darkness has declined. 

And may her young and guileless heart 
Ne’er feel the chilling touch of care 

Or pain—but Fate and Fortune’s art 
Rule her lot fair, as she is fair. 

The hand of Time shall pass the form, 
Heaven made an image of her mind ; 
Until the soul, now bright and warm, 
Part from the breast where it enshrined. 


SELECTED FOR THE TELESCOPE AND MISCELLANY. 
BY EUGENIA. 


REPUTATION. 
Good name, in man or woman, is the 
Souls: Who steals my puree, steals 


I of their 
*twas some- 


Nothing, ‘twas mine, ‘tis his and has been slave to 
tho . 


usands ; 
But he that filches me from my good name, robs me 
of that which 








oreo oT pchated company and slanders others, 
“Me absent, because it is productive of 


Perchance the shade will hover near ; 


Not enriches him, and makes me poor indeed. 
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wuw 2aPrER. 

We have noticed with no small astonishment, pro- 
posals by F. C. Swain, for publishing & paper at Ply- 
mouth, Mass. to be entitled the “ Spirit of the Pil- 
gtims,” of which he is tobe the Editor. 

From our knowledge of the man, we consider him, 
in evéry sense of the word, uxquatirixd for the un- 
dertaking. We say thus much, becatse we do not 
wish to have the public imposed apon,by the attempts 
of those, whose capacity would not entitle them to a 
rank above the most common level, of those who 
make not the least pretentions to a knowledge of the 
English language. 

TO CORRESPONDENTS. 

The communications of “ Charles Hudson” and 
“C. H.” are received andshall have an immediate 
insertion. “ R. C***rra—“ J, Marre J, F. M.”— 
“Guilelmus” and “Geraldine,” are also on hand, and 
shall be inserted as'convenience permits. 

 _______ |] 
PAarvied, 


In this town, on Monday evening last, by the Rev. 
Mr. Cocker, Mr. John Hutchens, to Miss Sarah 
Packard Metcalf, only daughter of the late Nathaniel 
Metcalf, Esq. all of this town. 

Long may connubial bliss divinely fair, 
Beguile their cares, and crown domestic life ; 
Ye guardian angels smile upon this pair, 
Sweet amity impart to husband and to wife. 

On Tuesday evening last, by Rev. Mr. Pickering, 
Mr. Jamies Gould, to Miss Mary Ann Springer, of 
this town. 

@n the 18th Inst Mr.Stephen A. Aplin Jr. to Miss 
Elizabeth Bosworth, all of this town. 

On the 9th inst. Mr. Joshua Cambell, to Miss Mary 
Ormsbee. 

In Johnston, Mr. Seril E. Sweet, to Miss Ann 
Fowler, of Newport# 

In Pawtucket, by Rev. Mr. Pease, Mr. Robert E. 
Lapham, to Miss Amelia Bray. 

In Seekonk, Mr. Joel Whitaker, to Miss Almira 
Fitts. : 

In L. Compton, Mr. Robert Pierce, to Miss Mary 
A. Burges. 

In Newport, Mr. Nathaniel Greene, to Miss Mary 
Jane Moore. 

In New-York, Mr. George N. Allen, formerly of 
this town, to Miss Ann Augusta Thornton. 


TS 
Died, 


In this town, Robey G. daughter of Mr. Joseph 
Burrows, aged 2 years. 

On the 19th inst. Mrs. Sarah Franklin, aged 85. 

On Wednesday morning, Mrs. Hannah Taylor, 
wife of Mr. George A. Taylor, and daughter of Olney 
Dyer, Esq. in her 22d year. 

In Seekonk, Mrs. Abigail Melbury, wife of the 
late John Medbury, Esq. aged 67. 

In Bristol, Mrs. Lydia Richmond, aged 56. 


JUST PUBLISE.2D, 


And for sale, at this office, Beauties of Divine 
Trath ; a Sermon by ZELOTES FULLER, Minis- 
ter of the Gospel. 




















his work is well deserving the | Fitz. 


PROPOSALS 


FOR PUBLISHING 1% PROVIDENCE, R. 1. a LADIES’ 
PAPER, ro pe entiTLeD 


THE TOILET, 


LADIB®’ CABINET OF LITERATURE. 

To be Edited by a Gentleman aud Lady. 

It is the intention of the Publisher to furnish, at a 
cheap rate, a choice and valuable selection of the best 
of such cotemporary writings, as will be adapted to 
the taste of those to whom it 4; dedicated,and to open 
a field for the cultivation of that native genius, which, 
unprovided with such an opportunity of exertion, 
might forever slumber in obscurity. 

t will contain the same variety of amusement and 
instruction that is found in similar publications, such 
as the Philadelphia Album, New-York Mirror, and 
Boston Spectator. 

The Publisher has procured a Gentleman and La- 
dy, of acknowledged taste and talents, who will not 
fail in their endeavours to render it worthy of public 
petronage, and under these considerations he presents 

imself to the public, claiming no further encourage- 
ment than his undertaking—in the estimation of an 
enlightened community—may deserve. 

CONDITIONS. 


The Toilet, or Ladies’ Cabinet of Literature, will 
be published every Saturday, commencing with the 
first Saturday in February next, ient encour- 

y " if suffici 
agement is given. 

It will be ptinted on good paper, with new type, in 
quarto form of four pages to each number, with a 
complete index and title page at the close of the vol- 
ume. It will be sent tosubscribers at $i 25 payable 
on the reception of the first number, $150 at the 
expiration of six months, or $1 75 at the close of the 
year. Those who may become responsible for four 
copies, may receive the fifth gratis. 

All communications relative to the paper must be 
addressed, “ Editors of the Toilet,” &c. -paid. 

{{3 Subscription papers to be returned by the 25th 
of January. JOSIAH SNOW. 

*.* Editors who will insert the above prospectus in | 
their papers will receive a copy by forwarding the 
same to us 

0F Subscriptions received at this office. Also at 
the several Bookstores and Circulating Libraries. 

Providence, R. I Dec. 27, 1627. 


SAMUEL W. WHEELER, 


Has for sale, at 110 1-2, Wesminister-street, 
The following Books, and Pamphlets. 
The Christian Telescope, vols. land 2 bound. 
Ballou’s Notes on the_ parables. 
do. Letters to Walton and Buckminister. 
. Sermons on various subjects. 
“6 Chatechism, 4th Edition. 
Balfour's, 1st and 2 Inquiry. 
“ Reply to Sabine. 
Kneeland and McCalla’s controversy. 
do. Translation of the New Testament. 
- Sermons on various subjects. 
Pickering'’s Hymn Books in plain and ornamental 
binding. 
do. 
do 





Reply to Dr. Carpenter. 

. Sermons on various subjects. 
Thompson's Chrtstian Guide. 

do. Lectures, 

Life of Rev. John Murray. 
Six Sermons, by an 4a Clergyman. 
Canfield’s Review of Hawes’ Letters. 

* Light of Truth and Pleasure of Light. 
Whittemore’s Dialogue on 25th Chapter of Mat- 


w 
do. Chatechism. 


NEW-HAMPSHIRE. C. Benton,Esq. Leb 
Rev. Edward Turner, Portsmouth—Samucl€. 
| vens, Dover—Timothy Pickering, Ri - 





Hudsons’ Letters to Rev. Mr. Ballou. 
Sermons by Rev. Messrs Dean, Bisbe, Streeter and 


title given by the author. {7 Price, 12 1-2 ceuts. | Many of the above will be sold very low. | 


So 
CHRISTIAN VISITANT, NO. 5, 
Just received at 110 1-2 Westminster-Street, 
Subscribers are requested to call for their 
> A few copies for sale at 2 cts. each. 


GENTS. | 
* ) 
The following gentlemen, are author; 
and requested, to act as agents for the Teles 
cope and Miscellany, and the Gospel Preagh 
er: their receipt will be valid, for all Money 

paid them on our account. (>No 

other than the pawns are authorised to 
in that capacity ; nor will we hold ourselves 
countable for money paid to any other. 

RHODE ISLAND. Mr. Ephraim Miller, Pep 
tucket—Sabin Allen, Central-fulls—Josoph 
Valley-Falis—Parker Borden, . Bristol— 
Child, Warren. Jonathan Wales, Woonsoket. 
—Barthum Round, Slatersviile—Ebenezer P. 
man, Vewport.—John Burnham, Smithfield 

MASSACHUSETTS. Rev. Paul Dean, Rey, 
bastian Streeter, Boston—Wm. Brown, Esq. 
Plymouth—John Maxim, Carver —Capt. 
len, Halifaz.—Josiah Perkins, Taunton —C. H 
Swansey—Rev. R.L.Killam, A. Allen, Attle! 
—Pearley Hunt, Esq. Milford—E. F. Ensign; 

P. M. S I. Benjamin, Esq. P. M. 
—Rev. George Messinger, Great Barrington 
Mount Washington—Stophen Johnson, Fall 
Rev. L. Mayriard, Medway—Rev. Jacob 
Shrews' —Charles Bradburne, Lowell. 
Greene, Millville—Daniel Howard, Easton 
Asa Pickering, Bellingham.—Worcester 
Seekonk.—P. Pickering and C. B. Snow, 
—Simeoy Wheelock, Mendon.—Jonathan 
West- Bridgewater —Larned Scott, Uxbridge 
JDarling, Douglas. 

CONNECT T. George Spafford, Windhe 
Jesse Spafford, Williamantic—Rev. J. P. Fu 
Stafford—Dr. Daniel Hutchenson, 
sel Canfield, Hartford—Levi Work, Eastford: 
Hervey, Salisbury, — - 





% 
OM 


lumbus’ Warren, Yewmurket. “gs 
MAINE. Rev. W. A. Drew, Gardiner—Ed. 
Observer, Vorway—Eli Gould, Portland. 
Bradburne, Saco.—Rev. A. Dinsmofe, Poland.’ 
NEW-YORK. George M. Bourn, Asa H é 
Adin Ballou, New-York City—Beekman 
Balston-Spa—Matthew M. Standish, P. 
Rev. David Cooper, Saratog 1-Springs—Sa 
gersoll, [thica—Andrew Phares, Saiina—Ch's88 
erly, Syracuse—-Rev. W. 1. Reese, West-Mendom 
Rev. N. Stacy, Hamilton—Orrin Strong, 
Horace Richmond, Canadagua—Horace J 
Manchester-—Alfted Brush, - Plains.—Thadie 
Loomis, Esq. P. M Salisbury. be ay 
PENSYLVANIA. Jason . Wilson, Esq. Gr 
Bend ---Rev. T. Fisk, Phtladelphia. & 
VERMONT. Rev. 8. C. Lovelapd, Readings 
R. Bartlet, Hart/and—Rev. Ezekiel Vose, ¥4 
ington—James Fuller, Wardsboro’—Samuel Ch 
berlain Esq. Barton.—Asa Barton, Woodstock. ~ 
SOUTH-CAROLINA. B. F. Richardson, ™ 
272, King-st. Churleston. * a 
OHIO. Editor of N. Reportor, Norwalk Hura@! 
Wm. Jones Esq. Chilicothe. a 


{> For Sale at this Office, A Series of 
addressed to Kev. Hosri Baxxov, of Boston ; 
peteene the Doctrine of A FUT hein BI 
RIBUTION, against i argumon’ 
him,Mr. Batroux, and vthoes: by Casnsst rns 
Pastor of a church in Westminster, Mass: 
by D. Watson, Woodstock, Vt. 307 pages 8vo. © 
$1, bound and lettered. 

NEW SUBSCRIBERS (& 

CAN be acconimodated with the back num 
the present Voluwe, of this paper, in complete 
by iste application to the F 
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